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Dear Cha I rman Hundt: ~ '\ '':1-1..; J~' I "l'~':~! ;'7r'o
'~', .::;I ••.•••~._ •., ..... I~

PKM Electric Cooperative ii ~ ~.11 rural ~oper.tlY. located In
the very northweet cornerS"1l.t· Ml~.~..,a. i1i- memb.r/owners have
n.v... had ace••• to cadle ·~el'vt~~.r~~n Imagine their
exci tement, when 1n lCf!O:p,.r;tlt ~~. ; • .rt~·..~'·~e·:~ Nat lanai Rural
Teleconmunleat Ions Coo r:!A1.I,t/,. .,.....w.r.•.. ~'ili•. .!O prov Ide direct
broadcast satellite (D...:S~~~I..~~.Ir.\ 1:)1·. ~'I.<f

That exc I tement ha. ~;"'.t_e~;tj,.Ii.~ltih~i<t.~t that we cannot
de11yer some of t ·:}most !'Qbpun.~ ~.b~.•': ."e.twork.. lIke HBO,
Showtime and Nickeloden. W~; .,.....iA~· ~ ~c that the United
State& Satellite 8roadc!l$t-: ~omP8nY'·'H)S.9' ha••n .. ~Exclu.lve"
contract wi th Time W~.~.r,e~lv~~~~om to provl~ th.s. p;:oorams.

"":I"' }-.;" .. .;

Cha1rman Hundt, I th'P.~9ht~. ~~!~ble Jf6 of 1992 prohibited
excluBive progrMWnlng .:.~ran9~"';.'~tells U8 that we h.....
no exclusIve contracts~,\:ilt.Ai·:~.~ ',f)ftlo\gr. s. 1 ' m confused. Our
folks have wei ted a iirier"it tOn·' 'tiS.'t· Ive cable progrBmmlng.
L.s. than 21 of our member/owne"s h ·::the big satellite dish;
frankly, the cost of equipment Bnd p,.ogr.mmlng pl.ced this
technology beyond the r.ac~ of most of our people. With DBS, we
have the opportunity to provide cable progr.mmlng to most of our
member/owners.

In our part of the country most folks cannot recelve major
network television unle•• they have tnye'ted hundreda of dollars
In tower and off air antenna systems. DBS Is what we have been
waiting for. However. 1f our people want HBO or Nlckeloden,
they have to buy it from a compel 1tor who has no investment or
Inter8&t In our area.

Chairman Hundt, we have no problems with competition, but how
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can you have competition when the one party has an exclusive
contract w1th the programme"s. I guess one could argue that we
have gone wi thout cable prog,.a""'lng for .0 long that we should
b. happy wi th whateve.. we get, but I don't think that was the
Intent of the Cabl. Act of 1992.

We a,.. Just plain folks up h..... 1 confe.. to know 11 ttl. of
the political and l.gal points ..els.d by this 1••ue. W. believe
that NRTC understands this issue and h•• the Inte,.e.t. of rural
America a. Its goal. W. support the NRTC position.

Va know, we vote In g....at.r numbers than the big eltle. of our
country. We comply wi th the laws and pay OU'" taxe. wi th mo....
regularity th.n molt p.... t. of this great country. More of our
young folk. gr.duat. from high school and go to war (when
callod) th.n other I bell.ve, W8 rank p t ty good In
....gul... church attendance. Why. in thl& day and age can' t we
d.llv.... our people the cabl. prog ...amming they want?

W. would .pp....ciate conSideration of our concerns.

Thank you.

Ida-
P. RI•••n
Manag...

CPR:dlc



Plauters Electric
Membership Corporation
Poll 0fIic0 Box 979
MilIe:n, OA 30442.(}l)79
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PAX (912) 9824198
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2S July 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt:

JUL 2 A 1994

This correspondence is to support the Comments of the National Rural Telecommunications Cooperative
(NRTC) in the matter of Implementation of Section 19 of the Cable Television Consumer Protection and
Competition Act of 1992, Annual Assessment of the Status of Competition in the Market for the Delivery
of Video Programming, CS Docket No. 94-48.

The major purpose of the NRTC is to provide quality satellite television entertainment through DIRECTV
to our mral citizens who Are largely not served by cable and have little choice other than satellite
programming. Like the majority of rural electric cooperatives, Planters EMC serves rural areas that are
sparsely populated with elcctric service to members who have little or no choice ofother electric suppliers.
With this same scenario in mind. wc ask thalthc Federal Communications Commission allow both NRTC
and Planters EMC to ofTcr complete access to our mral members with television programming at fair
rates, comparable to those ~Iid by cable, in order to provide comparable service in rural areas.

As for the opponents to this request, their arguments, we feel, are not in tune with Congress' intent, with
the law, or with the program access baule for the last seven years. In fact, we believed that Congress had
already resolved this problem two years ago with the Cable Act of 1992.

As for the faintftpln bUllng for the cable and broadcast programming, discriminatory P~1\8 has been
detrimental to DIRECTV and is hindering our ability to be competitive in pricing to our·ruml members.
Is it fair that our organizution be charged more for cable and broadcast programMing than
comparatively.sized cable compunies in our local area? Why should rural non-cabled Americans be
penalized with higher I'fIle., than cabled Americans? Furthermore, the Jack of access to Time Warner
and Viacom programming is not fair and will hinder both DIRECTV and Planters EMC in competing in
our rural market. Furthermore. these exclusive arrangements are a way for cable programmers to form a
monopoly in controlling new competitors such as DIRECTV and NRTC and thus "rip off' rural
Americans. These exclusive contracts if allowed to remain will aJlow cable programmers to dictate the
terms and prices of teJevision programming. ~

We agree with NRTC's position thattlle FCC should act to enforce the law that Congress set forth with
the 1992 Cable Act. We now ask yOll, Chairman Hundt, to monitor this problem and stop these abusive
practices by those determined to sec thaI ruml Americans arc not aJlowed to access cable programming in
their lIfCaS .- please uphold whnl the Cable ACl specifies and requires.

Sin~.. er. " I J ~/
~2Z:.,~

Ellis H. Lovett, General Malinger ~No. of . rec'd
ListAB~
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1-800-344-6191
FAX 916-823-5761

Plumas - Sierra
Telecommunications
73233 Highway 70
(Highway 70, 3 miles West of Portola)
P.O. Box 2080
Portole. CA 96122-2080

DO~KETFrLE COpy CRIGINAl

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Hm. 814
W.hington, OC 20554

RE: Cable Competition Report
CS Docket No. M-48

Dear 0Wrman Hundt:

I am writing this letter in support of the comments of the National Rural
Telecommunications Cooperative (NRTC) in the matter of Implementation of
Section 19 of the cable Television Consumer Protection and ComPetition Act of
1992, Annual Aseessment of the Status of Competition in the Market for the
Delivery of Video Programming, CS Docket No. 94-48.

As an affiliate of NRTC and distributor of the Direc'JVtM direct broadcast satelUte
(DBS) television service, my company is din!ctly involved in bringUtg satellite
television to rural consumers.

Despite pauage of the 1992 Cable Act, my company's ability to coaap!te in our
local marketplace is being hampered· by our lack of access to proSramming
owned by Time Warner and Viacom.

This programming which includes lOme of the most popular cable networks like
HBO, Showtime, Cinemax, The Movie Channel, M1V, Nickelodeon and others,
is available only to my principal competitor, the United States Satellite
Broadcasting Co. (U$8), as a felN1t of an "exclusive" contract signed between
USSB and Time Wamer/Viacom.

In Contrast, none of the programming distribution contracts signed by Din!cTvn-t
are exclusive in 'nature, and USSB is free to obtain distribution rights for any of
the channels available on DirecTv.

Mr. Hundt, my organization agrees with the NRTC that these exclusive
programming contracts run counter to the intent of the 1992 Cable Act. I beHeve

No. of CcPies rec"d~
LiltABCOE
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gaining access to programming to serve non-eabled rural areas. Under the
present circumstance, ifone of my DirecTv subscribers also wishes to receive
Time WamerjViacom product, that subscriber must purchase a second
subscription to the USSB service. This is not effective competition, and
consequently the price of the'Time Wamer/Viacom channels are unnecessarily
high. This also increases the confusion at the retailleveI.

Not having acCess to the Time Warner/Viacom services has also adversely
affected my ability to compete against other sources for television in my area.
Feather River Cable TV offers H80 and Showtinie, keeping some people from
joining the DirecTv system because of these two channels.

We believe very strongly that the 1992 Cable Act flatly prohibits any exclusive
arrangements that prevent any distributor from gaining access to cable
programming to serve non-rural areas. That is why we supported the Tauzin
Amendment, embodied in Section 19 of the Act.

We ask the FCC to remedy these problems so that the effective competition
requirements of Section 19 become a reality in rural America. I strongly urge
you to banish the type of exclusionary arrangements represented by the
U$B/Time Warner/Viacom deal.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

Paul Bony
Plumas-5ierra
Telecommunications
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POUDRE VALLEY RURAL
ELECTRIC ASSOCIATION, INC.

I . Poudre
Valley

4809 SOUTH COLLEGE AVE • P.O. BOX 272550
FORT COLLINS. COLORADO 80527-2550

FORT COLLINS • 226-1234
FAX NO. • (303) 226-2123
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July 22, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications commission
1919 M street, NW, RH. 814
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Cable Competition Report, CS Docket No. 94-48

Dear Chairman Hundt:

Poudre Valley Rural Electric Association supports the Comments filed by
the National Rural Telecommunications Cooperative (NRTC) in the matter
of Implementation of Section 19 of the Cable Television Consumer
Protection and competition Act of 1992, Annual Assessment of the Status
of Competition in the Market for the Delivery of Video Programming, CS
Docket No. 94-48.

As a rural electric member of NRTC, Poudre Valley REA is directly
involved in the distribution of C-band satellite television programming
to many rural consumers in Colorado.

currently, Poudre Valley REA is forced to pay higher rates for the
access to popular cable programming in comparison to comparably sized
cable companies in our area. We must pass those inflated costs on to
our consumers. Since we serve in rural areas, our consumers have no
access to cable programming and must bear those inflated ~Qsts for
satellite programming.

While some programmers have lowered their prices since the 1992 Act, not
all programmers have. Poudre Valley REA asks that the FCC monitor the
problems mentioned above. Violations of the Act must require stiff
consequences.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

sincerely,

7 Cl.t » tt<A~
Pat Plank
Member Services Representative ~o. of Copies rec'd /

list ABCDE '----
cc: William F. caton, Secretary FCC

The Honorable James H. Quello
The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong
The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett
The Honorable Susan Ness

GREELEY. 686-7431 LONGMONT. 776-1084 DENVER. 623-8606
AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER

1- 800-432-1 012
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!Pruton tI',upM," ComplUf,!J
Box 167

Preston. Iowa 52069

Phone (319) 689-3811

Julr 28, 1994

The Honora~le aeed Hundt
Chair.an
Fe~er.l Coaaunicationa Comai•• lon
1919 H Stree, NW, ••• 814
Washington, DC 20554

REI Cable Co.petitlon .eport
CS Docket No. 94-48

near Chairman Hundt,
[\ \C:KI=I ~'\ ~ ('QPY OHIGINAl

Thi. is a letter of .upport ~~\b.'~~"'Dt"o~ the National
aural Telecommunic.tion. Cooperative (NaTC) in the .atter of
Imple.entation ot Section 19 ot the 1112 Cable Act, Annu.l
A•••••••nt of the Statu. at Competition in the Market tor
the Delivery ot Video Progra••1ng, CS Docket 14-48.

We are a rural company that hal provided tel.phone .ervice
to our custo.er••inc. 1906. A. a ...ber ot NITC ve are
att••gting to di.tribute DIRICTV .at.llfte televi.ion
••rvice to our cueto.er. a. vell. .e ••rvic. only rural
cu.to••r., that i. 10~ of our bu.ln.... A. the player. In
the tel_vi.ion aarket, and telephone a. veIl, g.t bigger,
rural cu.tomere that are not ev.n con.idered by the big
guys, increasingly are either caught in the middle, or left
out compl.tely, when policy and practice are appli.d.

+-

I believe that the Cable Act at 1992 intend.d to correct
that very ba.ic inequity that rural America fac•• , bu~.til1

ve ar. re.tricted in our progra..ing. Thi. i ••ue d.al. with
programming ovned by Ti.e Warner and Viacom. The•• are 80.e
of the mOlt popUlar channel. (HaO, Sho••ti.e, Nickelodeon,
.nd other.), but ve are r.fu.ed ace••• becau.e of an
exclu.ive contract signed betv.en OSSS, our .a1n comp.titor,
and Ti•• Warn.r/Vi.com. In ~ontra.t, none ot the contracts
8igned by DJRleTV are .XCl~'iv., vhich ve believe vas the
letter and int.nd ot the 1992 Cable Act. Thus my rural
customer. muet purcha.e mUltiple package. from multiple
SUPPliers, at greater .xpen•• , to receive the •••• service.
lt allo adver.ely attecta my company'. ability to provide
comparable prograD~ing at comparable prices.
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w. n.ed the FCC to r...dy th••• proble•• 80 that .tfactiv.
comp.tition beeo.e•• r.ality in rural ~erlea. That 1. vhy
.e lupport.d the Tau.ln ~8DdaaDt in Section 19 ot the 1992
Cab18 Act, and 'troDtlr urge fOU to prohibit all typ•• of
exclu.lonary arrang••8nt., .uch •• tho•• r.pr•••nted by the
USSB/Ti•• Warner/Vi.eom d••l.

Thank you tor your conaideratlon i~ tht••attlr.

SinelZ'ely,

ce.
Senator Charl.. Gra••ley
Senator Tom Harkin
••pr••eft~.tlv. Ji. Ru••l.
Co.-i ••iomer : .... Quello
Co_i••ioner Andrew C... :·Sat'rett
Co.-l••ion.r lu••n Ne••
Co••i •• ioner .ach.lle Chong
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214 W. Whitfield Street
.o.•~;\ ....~tI1, P.O. Box 730

; ,,:,\,U!Jf~ Enfield, Ne 27823-0130
(919) 445-4411

1-800·775-0068

July 29, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communicat!ons Commission
1919 M. Street, NW· Room 814
Washington D.C., 20554

"

RE: Cable COl'C\Petition Report
CS Docket No. 94-48

Dear Chairman Hundt:

AUG 0 1 1994

DOCKET FILE COPY OHIGINAL

The purpose of this letter is to document support of the
comments of the National Rural Communications Cooperative
(NaTe) in the matter of ilt\Plementation of Section 19 of the
Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competition Act of
1992, Annual Assessment of the Status of Competition in the
market for delivery of Video Programming, CS Docket No. 94­
48.

PrimeWatch, Inc., is a subsidiary of a rural electric member
of NRTC and a distributor for DirecTv T.m direct broadcast
sateilite (DBS) television service. We are involved in
bringing satellite television to rural consumers throughout
North Carolina. (PrimeWatch has no relationship to PrimeStar
who is named in related correspondence and the similarity is
totally coincidental.)

When the Cable Act of 1992 was passed, we felt that.t~e

"playing field had been leveled· and our accessto~,al1

programming at a fair price was a reality. But today.we are
still at a competitive disadvantage since we don't have
reasonable access to programming owned by Time Warner and
Viacom. .

under the new DBS technology, some of the most popular
programming such as HBO and Showtime distribution is
controlled by an exclusive deal between United States
Satellite Broadcasting (USSS) and Time Warner/Viacom. It was
our understanding that the new act prohibited such
exclusivity. In comparison, none of DirecTv's arrangements
are exclusive 'and USSS has full access, if desired.

Our consumers are confused and rightfully so - they cannot
understand why they can't buy everything they need from us.

A SUbsidiary of Halifax Electric Membership COrporation - -



214 W. Whitfield Street
P.O. Box 130

Enfield, Ne 21823-0130
(919) 445-4411

1-800-115-0068

,~UG 0 , 1994

Por eXaJII)le if they want CNN (from us) and HBO (from them),
they have to buy two packages from two sources. Quite an
aggravation for the consumer!

As we have started to build our OBS business, we have had a
lot of consumers who refuse to buy (hardware or programming)
from us because we don't have access to those products. This
is a complex business even when the playing field is level.
The confusion and inconvenience being forced on rural America
is totally unnecessary.

We believe very strongly that the 1992 eable Act absolutely
prohibits any exclusive arrangements that prevent any
distributor from gaining access to cable programming to serve
rural non-cabled areas. That is why we supported the Tauzin
Amendment, embodied in Section 19 of the Act.

We ask the FCC to remedy these problems so that the effective
competition requirements of Section 19 become a reality in
rural America. I strongly urge you to banish the type of
exclusionary arrangements represented by the USSB/Time
Warner/Viacom deal.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
..

Si"-relx,
~,l.-IV R (_ _

Richard W. ~;son
Assistant General Manager

via facsimile & U.S. mail

cc:
The Honorable Representative Eva M. Clayton
The Honorable Senator Lauch Faircloth
The Honorable 'Senator Jesse Helms
William R. Caton, Secretary
The Honorable James H. Quello
The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett
The Honorable Susan Ness
The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong

A SUbsidlaJ)' of Halifax Electric Membership COrporation



One of the Minnkota Power Systems
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Red Lake Electric
Cooperative Inc.

P.O. Box 430. 4]2 International Drive S.W.
Red Lake Falls. MN 56750-0430
Phone: (2]8) 253-2168

July 18, 1994

RECeiVED
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FCC MAIL ROOM

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAl

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Rm. 814
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:
DOCKET FILE COpy OHIGINAL

This letter is in support of the Comments of the National Rural
Telecommunications Cooperative (N.R.T.C.) in the matter of
Implementation of Section 19 of the Cable Television Consumer
Protection and Competition Act of 1992, , Annual Assessment of the
Status of Competition in the Market for the Delivery of Video
Programming, CS Docket No. 94-48.

Red Lake Electric Cooperative is a N.R.T.C. member affiliate and
will be delivering television programming to our rural consumers
who are not served by cable. Since nearly all of our customers
live in a sparsely populated rural area, there is virtually no
cable television available to them. Their· sole m~~ns of quality
television programming is via satellite systems ••

We do not have distribution rights for Time Warner and Viacom
programming like HBO, Showti~e, Cinemax, the Movie Channel, VH-1,
MTV, Nickelodeon, etc. because of the exclusive distribution
arrangements that have been made with United States Satellite
Broadcasting Company Inc. (USSB). This lack of access to Time
Warner and Viacom progra~ming will no doubt be detrimental to our
business and will hinder dur ability to compete in our local area.
I am unsure why other distributors within our area, most notably
PrimeStar have access to HBD and Showtime while we do not. This
lack of access hurts our customers because under the current USSB
exclusive distribution arrangement, customers interested in
receiving Time Warner and Viacom programming must subscribe to
separate competing packages. That means they must get two bills
each month and write out to checks. It would be much easier for
the customer to have one vendor for their satellite television
programming.

It:t:'B~ recod _



The Honorable Reed Hundt
July 18, 1994
Page 2

We firmly agree with N.R.T.C.'s position that the F.C.C. should
act to enforce the wishes of Congress, ~s was put forth in the
1992 Cable Act. Please give us any help you can in eliminating
exclusionary arrangements represented by the USSB Time Wa~ner­

Viacom contract:'

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Ronnie M. Kennedy
General Manager

cc William F. Caton, Secretary, F.C.C.
The Honorable James H. Quello
The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett
The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong
The Honorable Susan Ness

",

,,
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Th. Honorable Reed Hundt
Cbafrman
'.deNt Communications Commiaaion
1919 M Street, NW, Rm. 814
Wub1natoll, DC 20554
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RE Cable Competition Report
CS Docket No. 94-48 DOCKET FII. r COPy ORIGINAL

DKr Cbalrman Hundt

Tbla letter 1a In "prel. to anclln aupport of the National Rural TelecommunicatloDa
Cooperative (NaTC) tn the matter of Implementation of Section 18 of the Cable
Televlalon Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1982, Annual Aas..ament of
the Status of Competition in tbe Market for tbe DeUvery of Video Ploll'8mmlnC, CS
Dooket No. 94-48.

Rockland Telephone, a rural telephone provider, beiDC a IIl8mber of NllTC and
distributor of DIRECTV TM cl1l'8Ct broadcast ..taWte (DBS) television ••rvlce, Is
directly Involved in brlnllnClat'elUte televlalon to rural consumer. in aoutb...tern
Idaho.

Even with the pullina of the 1992 cable act, my companies abWty to compete in our
local Darket Is beine hampered by the lack of access to Pl'OgrammlnloOwnecl by Time
Warner and Viacom. ~, .

Popular propammin, like BBO, Clneaax J and Nickelodeon are not available to me
thl'oulh DIRECTV becau.e of "exclualve" contract. between Time Warnel'l Viacom
and United Statel SatelUte Broadcaltini Co. (USSa).

In oomparlaon to thla DIRECTV baa entered into no excluaJve contracts with any of
ltl procramlD1nc provider•• Tb1a makealt 10 USSB can obtain r1Chta to eli,tribute
any propammlnc DIRECTV I. provlcUnC' Tbla live. USSB an unfair market
advantage.

Not baving Time Warner and Viacom ProlftlDmllll can and will effect my abWty to
compete on a local level. Our competitors in The C-band indultry and Priaaeatar
Induatry all have avaJIabWty to Time Warner and Vlacom, &ivlnc them an unfair
advantap ove. U8. W. have had people we market to comp1a1n both of not belD& able
to pt aU the propmmlnl such .. HBO and Showtime through UI and on the issue
of havlnc to SUbscribe to more than one provider of PropoalDlD1nl, consequently
recefv1ni two bills.

No. of CopIes rec'd~ -'
UstA BCD E --1---0
----------- ;.:
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I believe that the procrammlnc contracts run counter to the intent of the 1992 Cable
Act. I stand with NRTe on the bellet that the Act prohibits andy ar1'8.npment that
prevents any distributor from pinine access to propmmlng to serve non-cabled
ruralarees. This fs why we support the Tauzin Amendment, embodied in section 19
of the Act.
w. ask the FCC to remedy these problema so that effective competition requirements
of Section 19 become reality In rural America. This would require the banishment of
a1'l'8npments like the USSB JTime WarnerJ Vlaoom deal•.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

Leonard May

j~~
co:
WlUtam F. Caton t Secretary
The Hon. James H. Quello
The Hon. Andrew C. Barrett
The Hon. Susan Ness
The Hon. RaclleUe B. Chong

..



July 25, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW Room 814
Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing this letter in support ofthe comments ofthe National Rural Telecommunications
Cooperative (NRTC) in the matter of Implementation of Section 19 of the Cable Television
Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992, Annual Assessment of the Statues of
Competition in the Market for the Delivery ofVideo Programming, CS Docket No. 94-48.

Roseau Electric is a small electric cooperative located in northern Minnesota. We serve
approximately 5200 members in which 9()0.4 have no access to cable television. In an effort to bring
quality television service to our members we invested $140,000 in DirecTV(TM) Direct Broadcast
Satellite (DBS) television service. We are committed to bring a quality television service to rural
America in which the city people have had access for years.

However, despite passage of the 1992 Cable Act, we find we do not ha~_~ss to all the
programming. This programming includes some of the most popular cable networks like HBO,
Showtime, Cinemax, the Movie Channel, MTV, Nickelodeon and others is available only to my
principal competitor, The United States Satellite Broadcasting Co. (USSB), as a result of an
"exclusive" contract signed between USSB and Time WamerNiacom.

In contrast, none of the programming distribution contracts signed by DirecTV (TM) are
exclusive in nature, and USSB is free to obtain distribution rights for any ofthe channels available
on DirecTV.

Roseau agrees with NRTC that these exclusive programming contracts ron counter to the
intent of the 1992 Cable Act. We believe the Act prohibits any arrangements that prevents
distributor from gaining access to programming to serve .non-cabled rural areas. Under the present
circumstance ifone ofmy Direc1V subscribers wishes to receive a Time WarnerNiacom product,
that subscriber must purchase a second subscription to the USSB Service. This hinders effective
competition, and as a consequence keeps the price of the Time warnerNiacom~cIs.
unnecessarily high. It also increases consumer confusion at the retailleli: of CoaiIe rec'd

UstABCOe

------------ Owned by those we serve -------------



Page 2

We have just started to install DSS dishes in our service area and already have had problems
with members not understanding why they cannot purchase the premium movie channels from us.
When we tell them we are not allowed to sell the programming and would have to purchase USSB
they are completely puzzled. One member after checking USSB prices wanted to know why the
price was so high when HBO is only $7.45 per month or less in the C Band Market.

We believe very strongly the 1992 Cable Act flatly prohibits any exclusive arrangements that
prevent any distributor from gaining access to cable programming to serve mral non-cabled areas.
That is why we supported the Tauzin Amendment, em~ed in Section 19 ofthe Act.

We ask the FCC to remedy these problems so that the effective competition requirements of
Section 19 become a reality in rural America. I strongly urge you to banish the type ofexclusionary
arrangements represented by the USSBrrime Warner/ Viacom deal.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

R~~
R. E. Spicer
Assistant Manager

RES:dl
cc: Secretary Wm. F. Caton, FCC

Hon. James H. Quello
Hon. Rachelle B. Chong
Han. Andrew C. Barrett
Hon. Susan Ness

..
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July 18, 1994

OOr.KEl fiLE COpy OR'GtNAL
EX PARTE OR LATE FJLED

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chair.an
Federal Co••unications Co•• ission
1919 M Street, NW, R•• 814
Washington, DC 20~34

RECEIVE..;

" '("'"\"\ ~\ R:DFl'oAt C(Y.l!1:I:iY""'~~·:'!:·:~C(.1u.~";.'
Dear Cha i r.an Hundt: r.rt\i f\y~kLl'\ t. ('~'l::r'::~"~~:~'}'::"'~1fDOc-vII ~.\\\ ,)v\ .: J."

I.. writing this letter to support the Co••ents of the National
Rural Teleco••unications Cooperative (NRTC) in the .atter of
I.ple.entation of Section 19 o~ the Cable Television Consu.er
Protection and Co.petition Act of 1992, Annual Assess.ent of the
Status of Co.petition in the Market for the Delivery of Video
Progra•• ing, CS Docket No. 94-48.

Santee Satellite Syste.s, Inc. is a Wholly owned subsidiary of
Santee Electric Cooperative, Inc. and a .e.ber investor in the
DIRECTV project delivering television progra•• ing to the
thousands of rural consu.ers who are not served by cable. Santee
Electric Cooperative for.ed Santee Satellite Syste.. to bring
cable television progra•• ing to these people just as the electric
cooperative brought electricity to these people so.e 55 vears
ago.

To be co.petitive in our local .arketplace, $an~.eSatellite

Syste.s needs co.plete access to all progra.lling 6t" 'fair rates,
co.parable to those paid by our co.petition. It was our
understanding that this proble. had been solved by Congress two
years ago with the passage of ~he 1992 Cable Act.

Santee Satellite Syste.s does not currently have DBS distribution
rights for Ti.e Warner and Viaco. progra•• ing, like HBD,
Showti.e, Cine.ax, The Movie Channel, VH-1, MTV and Nickelodeon

)

because of the "exclusive"' distribution arrange.ents they have
.ade with United States Satellite Broadcasting Co. Inc. (USSB).
Because of the na.e recognition that these above .entioned
services cart"y, it is and has been very detri.ental to our
business and 'hindered our ability to co_pete in our local
.arketplace. Santee Satellite Systells has .ade a very large
invest.ent in the DBS project and our desire to provide
co.petitive services at co.petitive prices is even larger. It
see.s very unfair to us that services like Pri.eStar, Wireless,
and cable have access to HBD and Showtime and we do not.

None of the
exclusive and
do so. Why
two 5eparate,

progra.llinlil contracts signed with DIRECTV are
USSS could offer the sa.e services if it wished to
then should DIRECTV consu.ers have to sUbscri~ to
co.peting packages? ()
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•
Shelby Electric Cooperative, Inc.

P.O. Box 166
Shelbyville. Illinois 62565
Telephone: (217) 714':¥.J86':IlF ropy ORIGINAL

EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

July 25, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, NW, Rm. 814
Washington, DC 20554

RECEiveo

Df:219N

RE:

Dear Chairman Hundt: ev "'''~..........~ .---I am writing this letter in support of the Comments filed bythi-
National Rural Telecommunications Cooperative (NRTC) in the matter
of Implementation of section 19 of the Cable Television Consumer
Protection and Competition Act of 1992, Annual Assessment of the
status of Competition in the Market for the Del i very of Video
programming, CS Docket NO. 94-48.

As a rural electric member of NRTC, Shelby Electric Cooperative is
directly involved in the distribution of C-band satellite
television programming to 8,500 rural consumers in central
Illinois.

CUrrently, Shelby Electric Cooperative is forGlld to pay
significantly more for access to popUlar cable' a.rid' ,broadcast
programming than comparably sized cable companies in our area • The
fact that we are forced to pay inflated rates for program access
means we must in turn charge consumers more for our service, a fact
which has already had a detrimental effect on our ability to
compete in our local marketplace.

In addition, many of the consumers we serve live in remote areas
not served by cable and off-air television. since these consumers
have no other choice for multichannel television programming other
than satellite, they are forced to pay higher rates for access to
television than their counterparts with access to cable.

It was my impression that, in the 1992 Cable Act, Congress had
mandated that all distributors (cable, satellite and otherwise)
should be granted equal access to cable and broadcast programming
services at non-discriminatory rates. If this is the case, Why are
we still paying more for many programming services than comparable
sized cable companies? l:)

No. of Copies rec'd,_--­
ListABCDE
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While it is true that some programmers have lowered their rates
since the implementation of the 1992 Cable Act, we must have fair
and equal access to all programming at rates comparable to those
paid by cable or we will be unable to offer satellite television
at prices acceptable to rural consumers.

In that regard, Shelby Electric joins'NRTC in calling on the FCC
to monitor and combat the problems that I have mentioned above and
to ensure that the intentions of Congress are being upheld with
regard to the 1992 Cable Act.

Specifically, I feel that the FCC must prohibit abuses of the
proqram access provisions of the 1992 Cable Act by rule and make
it clear that damages will be awarded for program access
violations.

I thank you for your attention on this matter.

Sincerely

~ ~~--
~coleman
General Manager

JEC/cyc
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SIGNAl lV OF IA1CE COUNTY. " DIVISION Of RONAN TEl EPlfONE CO

RECEIVED
,Tu 1 y 2 2. 199 4 JUt ~ 6 1994

FCC MAIL ROOM
The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Stre~t. NW. Room 814
Washington. Dc 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:
DOCKET FILE COpy OmGINAL

I am writing you this letter in support of the Comments of the
National Rural Telecommunications Cooperative (NRTC) in the matter
of Implementation of Section 19 of the Cable Television Consumer
Protection and Competition Act of 1992. Annual Assessment of the
Status of Competition in the Market for the Delivery of Video
Programming. CS Docket No. q~-~O.

Signal TV of Lake County is a member of NRTC and we are a
distributor of the DIRECTV direct broadcast satellite (DBS)
television service bringing television programming to our rural
consumers who are not being served by cable. The rural areas of
Lake County are not being offered cabled services and their only
option to this point has been satellite TV and/or the three local
networks. Making a ~uccess of the financial and service-oriented
commitment we have made to our community will be based on our
ability to compete.

Signal TV is the first reasonably-priced satellite system to
be offered in our area and we are being hindered by DIRECTV's lack
of access to programming owned by Time Warner and ViacQ:.lil~'· .Many of
our potential customers request HBO. Cinemax. Nickelodeon, MTV and
other programming that is available only through our principal
competitor. the United States Satellite Broadcasting Co. (USSB).
who signed an exclusive contract with Time Warner/Viacom. We are
unab I e to of fe r th i s programm ing and th i s seems to me to be in
direct conflict with the intent of the 1992 Cable Act.

Why has Time Warner/Viac~ made its programming available to
other distributors but will nof make it available to DIRECTV? Why
have some larger programmers continued to ignore the 1992 Cable Act
and the FCC's Program Access requ j rements by charging us up to
three times more than comparably-sized cable companies for
identical programihg?

I believe the 1992 Cable Act prohibits any arrangement that
prevents any (l~strjbutor from reasonable access to programming to
serve non-cabled rural areas. It is interesting to note that

312 MAIN STREET SW RONAN. MT 59864 14061 676'7700
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DIRECTV. who offers reasonably-priced service to a brand new market
area. signed no contacts which are exclusive and yet our major
competitor is permitted to do so.

It is important to allow for competition in the service of
satellite TV to customers in our rural areas. We ask the FCC to
remedy these problems so that the effective competition
requirements of Section 19 become a reality in rural America. I
strongly urge you to banish the type of exclusionary arrangements
represented by the USSB/Time Warner/Viacom deal.

Thank you for your consideration.

;;::;;;~.~
Judith G. Preston
Vice President &

Operators Manager

JGP:ret

cc: The Hon. Senator Max Baucus
The Hon. Senator Conrad Burns
The Hon. Representative Pat Williams

~liam F. Caton, Secretary
The Hon. James H. Quell0
The Hon. Andrew C. Barrett
The Hon. Susan Ness
The Hon. Rachelle B. Chong

".

..



EX PARTE OR LATE FILED
DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

American Wireless dba Sky-View Technologies, Inc.
P.O. Box 2500

st. George, Utah 84771
(801)674-0320

July 28, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, NW, Rm. 814
Washington, DC 20554

RE: Cable Competition Report
CS Docket No. 94-48

fAUttr;; 21994

~~~~JI&~/rf'

Dear Chairman Hundt: DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL.

I am writing this letter in support of the Comments of the
National Rural Telecommunications Cooperative (NRTC) in the
matter of Implementation of Section 19 of the Cable Television
Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992, Annual
Assessment of the status of Competition in the Market for the
Delivery of Video Programming, CS Docket No. 94-48.

American Wireless Inc. Dba Sky-View Technologies is an affiliate
of NRTC and distributor of the DIRECTV direct broadcast satellite
(DBS) television service, my company is directly involved in
bringing satellite television to rural consumers.

Sky-View also is a Wireless cable operator in Southern Utah, due
to the terrain. the digital satellite project has gone hand in
hand with what we are providing to the area.

...
Please find enclosed a copy of a contract sent to~~s:by HBO also
~ind an enclosed contract given to a wired cable syst~m. The
name of the wired cable system has been blacked out ~ue to the
tact the system wished to be kept anonymous. As you may note the
highlighted areas of the contract to us show a direct
discrimination against the wireless industry. In conversation
with other systems this is standard procedure for HBO. I am
~ware of operators who own both wired and wireless systems in
different areas who also have had to use these different
r.nntracts. The wireless contract which requires a large letter
of credit and has other stipulations, while wired systems have no
such requirements. Programming such as Showtime, The Movie
Channel. Nickelodeon and MTV have been good to work with on the
wireless Sy~tem. It has only been HBO and Cinemax who have asked
for extreme contracts.

No. of Copies rec'd 6
List ABCDE ""---



In regards to the Digital Satellite Systems we support th~ NRTC
in it's effort.s.

Despite passage of the 1992 Cable Act, Sky-View's ability to
compete in our local marketplace is being hampered by our lack of
acces~ to programming owned hy Time Warner and Viacom on the
Digital Satellite System.

This programming, which includes some of the most popular cable
networks like HBO, Cinemay., Showtime, MTV, Nickelodeon, and
others is avajlahle only to my prin~ipal competitor, the United
states Satellite Broadcasting Co. (USSB). as a result of an
"e" c ll!~ i vt=''' ('"nnt ract s iqned between USSB and Time Warner!Viacom.

Tn contrast, none of the programming distrihution contracts
signed by DIRECTV are exclusive in nature, and ussa is free to
ohtain distribution rights for any of the channels available on
DIREr'TV.

Mr. Hllndt, my organization agrees with the NRTC t:hat these
eyclusive programming contracts run counter to the intent of the
1992 ~~ble Act. I believe that the Act prohihits any arrangement
that prevents any distributor from gaining access to programming
tn serve non-cables rural areas. Under the present circumstanr~,

jf one of my DTRF.C~V subscribers also wishes to receive Time
Warner/Viacom product, that subscriber must purchase 3 second
subscription to the USSB service. This hinders effective
rornpetjtion, and ~s ~ consequence kepps the price of the Time
Warner/Viacom channels unnecessalily high. It also increases
rnnS\1t"pr ('onfu~ion at retail level.

N~t h~ving access to the Time Warner/Viacom services has also
~0v,:.r~E>]·J ?ffecterl my ability to comppte i'igainst other sources
f0r tp] evision ir my area. ** ~.

We DPlieve very strongly that the 1992 Cable Act flatly prohibits
any exclusive arrangements that prevent any distributor from
9air~n~ arce~~ t" cable progr~mming to serve rural non-cabled
~rp~s That is why we supported the Tauzin Amendment. embodi&d
iT' C!!'>··ti 0)'1 1 G ()f t~le Act.



Wp ~~k ~~e FCC to remedy these problems so that the effective
co~petition r~quirements of Section 19 become a reality in rural
~m~rjra. I strongly urgp you tc banish the type of exclusionary
3:rangements rppresented by the USSB/Time Warner/Viacom deal.
~e ~lsc ask that the FCC look into the situations th~~ Wir~!pss

~abl@ systems havp in dealing with HBO and Cinemax contracts. It
was not ~ntjl HBO rec~ived a prpvio~s Jette1 addressed t~ ~~~ FCC
that thpy would ~pspond to our request for us to even look at a
"">i:"1 +- 1 3.C~

'-'';",nk y'n fot ynlJr consideration in this mat.t.er.

Sincerely.

CA-.r7~
,1a es C. Hoski. ns
Mg . Sky-View Technologies


